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ABSTRACT
study investigated tte child rearing

s i zunity based day care centers and 16 fapily day
care homes and cial coomretencies cf the tcddlers enrolled in
thewm, Subjects re forty 1%nmonth-old tcddlers frem similar
backgrounds, half in each type of day care. Socially directed
behaviors betveen the toddler snd Feers, and batween the toddler and
adult were time sampled jin the dav care settings for 2 hcurs per
child. The caregiver vas interviewed regardipg her training and other-
characteristics of her job. Results indicated that the tvc day care
settings provided zignificantly different child rearing ervircnments.
The family day care homes cared for a sgaller, ncre keterogeneous
group; the caregivers 'were more isolated frcm cther adults, did more
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housework while caring for the child, and wecrked lcnger hcurs, In
contrast, day care centers were designed specifically for children
and had pore large, nonportable play oktjects; tie caregivers had more
formal trai

E 1ing but less experience as zecthers than family day care
Workers. Sccial competency of the toddlers was erxamined tkrcugh an
analysis of 5 factors: positive social €kills; defpendent tehaviors:
high positive affect directed to the caregiver and high frequencies
of imitating the adult; negative affect directed tc the caregiver;
and violaticn of adult standards. There were no differences ketween
the 2 types of day care in the adult facilitative and rezponsive
caretaking and in toddler affect and dependence, indicatirg that (1)
both environments have the potential fcr prcmoting sccial competency
in toddlers and that (2) variation within day care settings may be
more impertant than the +ype of day care., (Authct/CH)
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research has usually been done on model dayeca
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rather than community based daycare and has not descriked
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v@riation between davcara settings. Recent work
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pointed to the importance of the inanimate as well as the social
context in explaining children's behavior. The purpose of the
research project discussed in this paper was both to describe
thg childrearing environments inp community based daycare centers
and fami;y daycare and to examine the social competencies of the
toddlers within them.

The subjects of this research were 40 nineteen m onth

¢
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davcare settings for two hours per child. This orocedure resulted
in 240 time sampling units PeRr subject. Dimensions of the
inanimate environment and characteristics of the Peer group
were recorded and the caregiver was interviewed regarding her
training and other characteristics of her job. Interobserver
reliability was czlculated on 10 subjects prior to observation
and checked twice during the study. For both social and
environmental codes, reliability ranged from .86 to 1.0 with
a median of .97.
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adults who are careing for children. In +the daveare centers
ax 2 arnd an average of 3 adults shared the child care
responsibilities. In family daycare homes there was only
one person responsible for child care and she was usually
phiysically alone in the home.

The two daycare enviromments also differed in the
characteristics of the peer group. The groups of chiléﬁén
cared for ir daycare centers were larger than the groups cared

n fam
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for in family davcare homes. ily daycare the groups
ranged in size from 2 to 6 children while in da

centers the range was from 4 to 34. D espite these differences

in size of group, the adult to child ratio, or the numbexr

of children per each adult was not different. The famils
daycare homes included more older but not more younger

children than the daycare centers. The mean age of the group

was not significantly different.

<

:\)

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:



O

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

A

L

[}
it

mothers. All but one was a mother, whereas only 1/3 of the
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had more special training than workers in

The median level of training in family daycare was att tendance

scme workshops, while the
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in daycare centars
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Finally family daycare workers did more housework,

while they cared for the children
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and they worked longer hours than did workers in daycare

centers.
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compare competent tcddler inta

caregivers.

ompetency was approached in two Wavs:

througl
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n of the codeable socially directed behaviors
and through a principal factors analvsis., T

vsi "he
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behaviors were those variables which previous research indicated
either promoted or measured toddler

competency, e.g. vocalize
£o adult is a component of Clarke-Stewarts (1973) competence factor

in her study of the consequences of

interacticons between mothers
and ycoung
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‘2. The use of

se OL a principal factors analvsis

)

lustering these discrete socially directed
behaviors into conceptual and statistically meaningful

O

ERIC | |

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:



w,
~,“

O

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

=

adult standards.
Using factor scores, the
these factors. There was only on
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for variables with

higher frequenciss of spontanecus

of mixed content -

and high freguencies of imitatin
ndependent factors were
was charactarized by axXpressing

two groups were compared on
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talk and responsive talk

and a higher proportion of contingent talk. That is they both

more often initiated voecalization
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s and responded to adult
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cf carstaking; restrictive ang negative
behavior.Adul+s with high scores on this factor had hicgh

icles of ignoring and responding
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had high fréguen:iés of negative responses to the toddler
crying,;ielatiﬁg standards or asking for something. In
contrast, the fourth independent factor represanted positive
responsiveness to sharing and to toddler vocalization,

Using factor scores, the two groups were compared on

ne significant difference:

o]

these factors. There was only
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not designed speci lly for children and the play objects
within each setting were different. The implications of these

findings is that it is erroneous 'to conceive of daycare as
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a unitary concept. The child rearing environments provided for
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S1Z& CIZ tThe canter.

nd compare these davcare settings in terms of how well they

promcted social competency in toddlers. The definition of
social competency used in this research der rvives from

the theoretical work of White (1953). The socia ally competent
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producing a response the toddler gains a sense of effectance.

The competent toddler through his or her. activity, is able to

wpl"

control the effect that the eavironment will have on him or

H

her ( Lewis,M. & Goldberqg,s5,1969) .

ocial competence has been found to be facilitated

‘m

tewart,1973: Elardc
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and responsive caretaking and the Feréaﬁtage of time spent



10

TSTTA T4 = ey 4 =T o 2= = =7 sichid ¥ Sae- 4+ =
=7/, LL2E Lhplies that koth davecare settings are e

considered. Family da
Oof the observation pericd and daycare center toddlers in 1%.

observation period found in a normative study of mothers

(Rubenstein & Howes, 1977), neither group of daycare adults

can be performed

[

appears very negative. A similar analysis

for restrictive behavior. It occured in 9% of the Observation

Maternal restrictiveness

period in family and 6% in center daycare.

at hom has been found to occur in 17 to 19% of the obszervation

‘I'Ell

period (Clarke-Stewart, 1973, Rgbenst ﬂ & Howes, 1977). P.aced

;1’:\_1?\ _xi,f, L . .
R i .o i

r%stri:t;ve3&5&,1n family daycare appears

in this context adult'
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to be well within tha‘raﬁge‘;fvmaternél-

Toddler as well as caretaking behavior can be compared

ﬂ\"«

tc the normative studies. There were no differences in

d:pendent behavior or in exprgssiaﬁ of medative and positive

affect bEBWEEﬂ the two settlngs and the perc entage of the

cbservational period spent in such activity is c@mpafable
to that reported in studies of home~reared toddlers (Rubenstein

gl

Howes,1977). However toddlers in daycare centers had lower

F aquencies of verbal behavior to adults than d:id toddlers

T‘f} Ny \q . . .
in\daYcare. Furthermore when the .perc centlge of the observatiocnal

period spent in talking to adults is compared to home-

reared toddlers talking to .their mothers both daycare samples

appear low. The daycare center toddlers talked to the adult

in 12% of the ohservation period, the family daycare toddlers
7 home-veane § . )

in 20% and the sesmeedseed toddlers in 30% ( Rubenstein &

Howes, 1977). It appears that’mére téﬂdléfitalkigg occurs in

a one to one situation with the adult. _ 7
While the two types of daycare environments were

quite dissimilar, the social behaviors within them were
more similar. Family and center daycare were alike in facilitative

and res@@nsive':aretaking,aﬂd in toddler- affect and dependence.

The chief differen EES between settings were in caretaker
negative behavior and toddler verbal production.
The major ijpii:atiﬂn of this. research is that "individual
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variation within dayecare settings astméfe important than

the type of daycare. We found that daycare settings can
facilitate the.growth of social competence in toddlers.
The next task is to examine relationships between

environmental variables and social competency within each

type of daycare.
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Table 1

Comparison of Family and Center Daycare Environments

Dimension o Eamiiy - Center Pr
mean SD mean SD

Isolation
number of adults

Peer Grour
number in group
"children per adult
months of age of -

oldest child
months of age of
voungest child
mean age in months

Physical Setting
' median rating of
child designed space
number of portable
toys per child
number of nonportable
play objects

Caregiver Background
- years of experience
as mother :
years of experience
as child care worker
median rating of
special training

Job Description
units of housework
hours .of paid child

contact

1.0 0.0

3.0
12.9 11.4
2.8 2.1
10.0
3.9

3.1

2.0

45.8 41.1

9.4 3.0

8.6 |

16.3 30.3

7.2 1.4

* %

* k%

- dede

* %%

*k %

e %

* %

ok p<.05
k% p .01
*%*% p < ,00l



Tablea

Comparison of Toddler Social B
Two Daycare Settings

2

Factor T Faﬁiiy " Center ;4~;;§
mean SD mean SD
I Positive Social T
Skills .4 1.1 -.4 .8 *k
II Deps=ndency =.3 .8 .3 1.1
III Positive Affect
and Imitate .1 01.1 =.1 1.0
IV Negative Affect .101.2 -1 .9
V Violates Standards .0 1.1 -.0 .9

*%
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Table

3

Comparison of Toddler Social Skills

Behavior

Responsive talk

Proportion contingent
talk

Ask for something

Share

£

*%

3
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Table 4

Comparison cf Adult Caregiving in Two Daycare S

Factor Family Center
mean SD mean SD

I Skillful, facilitative
.1 1.3 -, 2 .8

Restrictive and
Negative 4 1.4 -.4 .5

-4
=

IIT Negative Responsive ~-.0 1.2 - .1 .6

v Positive Responsive .2 .9 -.3 1:3

*pd .05




Table 5

Comparison ., ! Adult Restrictive and Negative Behavior in
Two Daycare Settings

Behavior Family Center - p
' mean SD mean SD

Restrict ' 20.8 14.3 15.2 8.9
- Reprimand 7.9 8.8 3.3 3.6 *

Negative response to R
positive bid 3.0 2.6 = 1.4 1.5 ko

Ignore positive bid 3.9 2.9 . 1.5 1.3  H*%

*  pd .05
** p £.01
*** p ¢.001




